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ML AR (AMF) |2 A7 T 13, AT LA
eI U K AR SN 22 ) 2% BF S T
AMF AT L5 H SR 5 b 90% LI b HIAE P IE AR 2 3%
PECR AR AT UM A 4 3R A5 4 R AR K 1
BRI, R AT LA B ARSI T 22 14 W UACRE 7 MR
)2 0 L3 oeas BE 2 K 23 FI G R, 3 Al
WU LT R = R MLAE SRS R B, AR AR
YA , o R IR TR E
DA B b i FEE 4 1 il O A5 3 W AR . AR
Xt A S M BRI AR L R B e A ) T 56 Al 3
A FILRIEA T T 2508, 20 1 DA BRI AR BB X £
S EN- YRR IR A NS e Seia N R 7/
BT SRR AR R DA L Rt
PREEAETT R RZIE , LAY O A5G B AF 5T LA K T 5k
2R ia R Bt —E S H N E
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TE HARFR S op, 30 E AR+ 2 oM IR A i+,
TR0 R 0 A S A . IR
I R YR N K S a1 SME S X R ) 3 B
BB, CEN FEARYIET . ek Na®
W m oY 4 i Na® K FLUER TR T HE
YA M b S B 1 LB, AR ) B AR
FWhit . Na® i 2T A P AR 22 % Al 5 7 1 Wi
W, ¥ IR I 3Ry S i o AR A AR IR S 1 B
HiEMEAE(ROS) 774 IEHTE LT ROS 7™ A Fil
THER AT —FPF A RS R 60 18 S B0 P 74 Y
ROS KA B, i S0 Ak M 23 X e 9 40 i 178 465 ) A
IIREXE BAR A , (RS 2 A e ™ Bl B
XPRE) = AR5 33 T 38 L S T aE A0 A AL W aE Ak, iR
SRR 325 1Y Na,CO, \NaHCO; B3 &
A ARSIV, 78 B8 W38 0 Atk A 4 7= A e pH
EfE" . —JmARbR A E A pH EHF S S
bR Ca® A Mg® TUIE, 1 1] 42 060 4 400 3 i S
FEMa S — T A R RN R iE 4 S8t
BEARE | R b S A= 0 R 8 P 35 2k, S i) A R AR
AR ASREN . Besh, m pH H 2 m i P
20 0 GO 1) R T A A I SR AR S5 A 2 40, T 3L
- F 42 i R, R E R O SRR
BSNIAT I SERQ R 7/l onS vy =ie i 1 ST

2 AMF X3 Eh e T % £ KA 200
DI, S0 L R AR e KRR AMEFT™ 1928

4F, Mason BRI AMF A LL55 £6 A= A W1 AR 2
AR T8 55 X AR AU R B B 0455 o
RE ARARE SR SR SETE N ) 26 R E T
AR, IX 26 FEYE AT Lhg AME (25, Hrh AR A
Bl AR Y R e FnT 35 90% LA I, T — 22
BOME B AMF R 4% /9 45 9, 40 Bk 2 ( Polygonum
gracilius) | i & 2 ( Polygonum aviculare ) Fl ¥ T3¢
( Galium verum ) G W EL B [ AN [7] 72 B 1) 1A AR 45
W FZ R T KW, AMF AR08 76 5 A H )
) A= P kAR BE R, X R 2R R W G Be S
( Puccinellia distans )™ %% ( Suaeda glauca )™ .
225 (Leymus chinensis) ' S WF 58 & B, 46 Eh B 38
AT TR RE AR 0 PR R A ) 1 4 K T AR TR AR A
Pho BRIGZ AN, KL TR AR B2 i AR 400 i 32 6y 180 1 4
FHTEARTR B AR RAED ARl RS, WF5%
RH, B Fh AMF R 2% fif R B 38 X e HOZE
( Helianthus annuus )'*' | 4 W & 01 ( Ligustrum
vicaryi ) ) | W ( Morus alba )" | ¥t B ( Pyrus
betulifolia ) ** ey (9400 i 49 P, 9 LG L A4 g
SR . AME T LU 5B 38 T A9 0 i BT
e, ARRE T R B, TR IR & Eh w8 T B R
AMF {§ip4 )\ ( Citrullus lanatus ) 0] S PEETEY) 0]
VEPERE iR C IS B SRR A iR s T
14.50% 4. 03% . 18.59% "', & Fl AMF 14 3 i
( Lycopersicon esculentum ) 8 £ f) 5% 52 T i & A1 72
SRR ARAEFRRI 1.5 580 2.1 £5 . AMF 36
] LU 25 AR Y 5 (Valeriana officinalis ) VWP B 25 22
Z VI B ( Glyeyrrhiza uralensis) Hh g H B R 45
VR & AR TERhE T W4, 4 T H
A E A BT A 0038 15 70 A4 5 SR
MR ZEETT KA o

3 AMF {2 S Y 2ol Bivil B 1E AL

3.1 ZMAALHNE

Ry AT I ER BB B I, AR A ROS RREAR R 2
S EUIING i 40P DA TAT {68 200 M JBE 1) 45 #4) 2 e 1 5]
MR FEHDIG bR ROS BT A1k 28 G A0 96 Tl A1 £ 7
RYRARRHE A R . BRI R % R B
T A AP (POD) 4 AL B AL I (SOD) | 1t
IR L S AL P il (APX) L aid S AR U (CAT) (45
e H kit D 1t ( GR) 2 B0 S8 A Tl , 704846 T 119 37 118
(YO 785 T LA S 3 A T e SR X A 1 545
Hashem Z&0F58 % B, 164 Wpil F 455 AMF /9 3R
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( Cucumis sativus ) 5 %} BEAA Eb, Hm o %) SOD |
CAT APX .GR 157y W42 = T 6. 87% .28. 83% .
34.10% 1 26. 17% ™, B FHFFLUES:, AMF
PERTR A Lo i8 T 5 8 15 ( Medicago sativa) 1]
SOD,CAT POD & ™ o i3k — 4 i 7 Kt 2z o
( Ligustrum lucidum ) B MEWE S ( Cicer arietinum)
MFFE AL, Ren SE0F5E L B, HeFh AMF B
PR N H # ( Sesbania cannabina) 14PN SOD |
CAT GR 7 1, JF H bl 1 HAH OC 56 B i &
ik, Chen %5 BF 55 T h W 38 F H B ( Robinia
pseudoacacia ) W] RpCu/Zn - SOD., RpMn - SOD
RpAPXI RpAPX2 RpGR 540 0 1L 3 20 B 3 14 1) 42
RGO, KX 5 Ry RE LRI 7Efil AR Hh 24k B,
FHOC BT A AL S PE L Pl 2 32 5, DAGR BT AR
AERa AIBOR . A, Palma 45 I MK 1 M 2L 1
Gigaspora margarita /08 H 4R Cu/Zn #E AL
Py ALl 9 25 X ( GmarCuZnSOD ) 58 R WAL 5
PR IR A X

AR PT A FEAFE PR MAR (ASA) 4+
et ik (GSH) 45, ix 264 7 B v] LA | $23 Bk ROS,
WA DME YA kR S Bt S AR S ik )5t g
MM BRIGAEE o AY hHUR MR — 2 e H ik
(ASA - GSH) ¥ R4 2T B ROS By H 2R 4%, 4t
FrAMBI L R ke o BRSEIE s
Fet AMF B3 IS i I e AR 2R 0 ASA & 7 DL
PO MR/ i 5T 30 1L 2 ( ASA/DHA) | 4 e H ik
SEALTIA I H IR ( GSH/GSSG) Y LA 5 4] BEAH EL 2
FRREY S Ry ER R B AT R A Rk
A IV S BT BR ROS FR R, Ny
K R A Y. Wang SR FERPE SR 0 T
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HH AT, KRN R G W A6 )
IR UN R N 24 R M 28 T8 ( PAL) (IR Y R 2 %
fit} (CAOMT ) FIPY AT i A 38 )5 (CCR) 25
F R A BT AR SR R A 28 5 AR ARG
PEIA LT X g LR, R AMF S0 TR
FRBHE D, G R A AT 7 1 mT REAE 32 e A ) T 6
B i A rh ke EE A
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PR B 1 OB (%) FE 58 LA o 240 PRk B2, 4 4 4
LR, 4 5 25 AR Y I SR Ve, HOADis e i =
B NS AR RR AR AR IE A OCT . B D AMF A] 1A
SEHEMIAL (Lycium barbarum ) W@ /K il AT VRS
FI J5OR , DETT R T8 P81 RE /11 0 Evelin 45
WF9E AR 52, 76 £8 W30 T Ee A AME a] i # 55 12
( Trigonella foenum — graecum ) M- Fy G 208 1) & H 3%
T, 4 AR 20 2 07 s, o 240 A T i A R T
ST REOR I — 8 K, 3 v AT A 0k k3 Y
it Sz 4E o AR pH A R T 3 BRI
AP 73 Mo A HLIRAE Sy — /N3 1 195 35
Ty, LU AR YR N TCHLER B T B =, 4
FRANAE N pH EAR & A 11 , X A8 0 e 3 e
SR ) 2R B A R X AR A
AIWTFER ], AMF AT LU 25 A BAT - R
HUER AR5 AE P 1A P SR A1 pHL AL, DA T 20 AR
0%, 78 NaHCO, it T, 50 AMF ) 2
AR LA 25 R | PR BB TE N I ER 43 A L
TR 5 S SR, 3R A A A ) R TR 38 T Y B T A
BHEEEIERY . S TAKFRIRTTE £, %
BT 5 FhmE S 2 g 5 IR A A A R
K G PR ok g PSCS JE N, Kesari %5 76 J #
( Nicotiana tabacum) "P#E A\ P5CS F: [, HLFE KR5S
THIYHRYL B &M 0 i 1P . Kishor S5 HF53IE
S, BRI T R AME BOAE R A% 19 PSCS L 2
R R TR R R, s I ia , A
PRI TSR
3.3 AN BT

TEERTRIA b ALY A Na ™ Hk BE 1 35 XA )
WA TR MR, AMF 0] LK Na™ {2 9 78
AN 22 rpr il - S rh it AR R Na™ o 3]
an, R AMF I 2 B4 T 5 4% ( Populus cathayana)
WERRANRERRAR 25 i ef g Na ™ (CL7 7 AMF L A]
DIHS Na* X FRTEA YA 2 v, AT 20 Na ™ [ i B
Whorikiz . Kong FEWFI0 & B, hisra T ek AMF
1) T AR 55000 BEORH LG, JHEZE A 1) Na ™ 4k B2 4 5]
TR 24. 84% 1 39. 67% , T MR 1 Na* ¥ i I Tt
5. 11% ,RU A AME 1] DL /047 3 Na ™ B9 IR I,
I Na® MR [ 0 130532 . 64y TKF
b YA Ry Na” AT B TR is e B
AR Na™/H" 39 ) 852 2 15 (NHXT) H1 5 i
Na* B ji) 32 # 4 (HKT1) 25 SR m o
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NHX 171 52K Na ™ DB T, R AR 0T G A 4
WIE TR EY MW HKT JE [ 3 4 33k 0] LA
fift Na ™ UK 5T 35 v 5% 3 3] AR Jo7 51 v BE 240 i, ok o
Na * Bl 5% iz B3t b &8 53, T ORIERE ) 1) 06 & 1
AR BRGERIRT ST R W, 1200 AMF 3255 T
HMEAR 22 RpHKTI 7 200 mmol/L NaCl bRk, i
W] AMF Ref 8/ Na ™ [ AR R 3850 iz i, (H 4%
it AMF X BRAR 2 A0 - RpNHXT W) 23524 %A
WO SR, Porcel 45 BT 5T F W, Hh i
FHeFh AMF (897K #6 ( Oryza sativa) 45 % OsNHX3
F1 OsHKTI ;5 FEPR 3235 1R, {28k Na™ (9 0 X [
Ak, BT Na ™ [ A R B304 iz far, B2 7K F
i R, 3 A PR R K A v OsNHXT -4 BB & 455G
Wl (Na™ K™ ) /H" 1 By [ 5 5z iy h g7
I, 77 B — 20 Hofh 2 i NHX 25 1 BRI ) 3Rk
SLHEATHIFGY , 7 RE B 1 A M ) I 4220 AMF R A 3X
SEFLLRG Na ™ X B AAE 1 BTk

SOS A2 Y EER B E Z5 1 T 4E 45 11
Wi T B ST AR . EERmNa T, i
Na* 2xfil & AT M 1Y Ca®* {55, EF FRUEZE S
I (S0S3) i — 2 fff Ca®* {55, I 5 2 &/ I
FIRE P (S0S2) HAE, % Na™/H" [ [nl ¥4z
& (SOS1) K Na* ANAE SR hHEH ™ . Zhang 25 ff
JER B, Fh WA T BT AME 1) 7 55 (Asparagus
officinalis ) FikE P35 i i SOS3 1 SOS2 ) Fk A 78
NI ZA 2 5 SOS {5 5 1y 3 R &k H iR,
WA, R T Na ™ 2ol K™ WA, FT85 1 4l Py
K*/Na™ &5 WPy, i K™ 25 5 4 Ak S vz
SZEU T AERE IR K/ Na * St 2 4 ) i 6
B PR OCBEBL 2 — , WFFEUE A, PrSOS 3 R fE 45 57
P TR (Populus trichocarpa ) K* /Na ™ SEffif p
1T EEAE . Chen SERIF 5T & B, 76 58 it 4
fEF , Hfh AMF A DLid o 52 = 44 RpSOST LR iy
XL K*/Na* HSR B2 g it $h4E 5 Porcel 45
&I, AMF A DL i B IR 7K ARG 0sSOST 45 BH &
T 15 8 B A Gk i DA #F Na ™ fu 3R SME
FR IR X PR AL, Bl PN K/ Na ™ LU B2 /55 7K e Tif
RS A BRI WL, SISP SN RE W% I 5 SOS
MR, AR B Na®™ BUR, B 5R 1 AE Bk 09 i R
PE . EERIGA 72 h 5, Rl AMF R RS 50 A
Lt B 3 3 R A& ( Citrus aurantium ) SISP 3
(CaSISP) B335 K, 0T B8 i, CaSISP 31 o] f
ST Na ™ B 7 6 M 0 2 Je vt 3 AR AR

e
3.4 RIS TOK

faYZ 2R E i, 3R i 2 am
TR A% At 25— 1 W2 AT DA T S S50 ) S R O A
M IE R A . AMF 478 AR 22 1 B 22 0 R AR AR
RIMUE Y B E K, Ak 72 FH PR
W IR T 2% A AL , T ) 4 2 e A R T R A

LS o 2R W, e SR ek i b 4= 3 1 42 A
AMF [F)igazEH F#8 N P K Ca Mg (1) 5 i 5 X% BEAH
A IR 5 204% TT% 35% 84% 10% '), i3 —
ZERAL AR PR ( Zelkova serrata) " AR F|
TUESE, N EHYARETNLHERTER, A
Pk G B ( GS) 4% 2 R I & ( GDH) FI4% 2 1R
£ L (GOGAT) J 2 5 & [A] 1k ) 3¢ i |
Zhang SFRF5T &I, Fh W30 T HF AMF 7 = 5 A Ak
gt GS .GDH 1 GOGAT By 3E[A L K iR £k 4% is 45
H (NRT1/PTR) B[R G i 1) 2 AS7E N ISR
Haarp REZDIREM LR B B RS T A A
EFRA AR, TR 58 LR S P . EARIE RS,
FEYIAR R P LRI 30 2o 7 22 AR WU i), i
BE S PO P o R B R B e R
1C4 1k, EOMN 3 i AMF v S5t i e A il iz
E S 3 B ( GoPT ., GitPT F1 GmPT'® ) . AMF
AT A A ) (W i e B 3R AA B O AR B
FTFEMA  BEFD AMF i 5255 ( Fragaria ananassa) AR 2
F ) FaPT4  FaPT5 Fl FaPT8 # w3 SRk, B
T8RN M e 2 A0 R i . B A T
LA N R AMF B R AL ( Ziziphus jujuba ) FEARK
TR & B, HoAR i W 4% iz 8 (R IR ZjPHTI. 11
ZiPHTI. 3 . ZjPHTI. 5 ZjPHTI. 5 . ZjPHTI. 7 33k i
Z BV AEHE TR R BRI, e Ah, Liu 254
FERI, fm R K™ #9885 1 SLHAKIO {3 A 4% il
AMF 193 i 3k 8 2% L JIESE AMF gBiE A &
Y5 SLHAKIO F12C /) K™ 33 BGE 2, s vk KT &
F%, 10 BB I AR Rk KL G W R, 3 AMF
ERY

FERRTERI N0 F % 2 A Bk Fe 1 30 2K
SRR, B T 3 pH (B 5, Fe RZ LU
Fe’* 1 A7 AE, 1 % B W I T G 9k o 4 4 T R
FH B0 AR i AR 0 o Ak 25 14 W M i 7% e Tl
A2 — o AMF AT DL o AN [R) 8 428 o4 il Ak
K Fe G . AMF YA HRAR R 5T R =R ST
W22, A DL E AR R i BOC R DHE R
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7 NaHCO, i~ , #:80 AMF (12 Kt Jy H Fe T
F A AR T MR R AR S 14% Y e sh
AMF BYARAP G 22 53 WA I PR 5 3R AT LU S R 3P iy
B THERETIENESY, YW h ST R &
I RIS AT A GE Sk AT 3 s R R TR 4 JU B N
11T i 3 A AL AR SN IR BT L FRO JE R 5K AT
DAV HERRAR R Fe m9MI, EBITTRIBE SR, 42
Fift AMF 7] I35 75 EAE PR RIEGERSLT T FROI
FEPR G sk #E T 9 T = M A Yk I i
(T 1, AR PR 3 i 2 1 Fe’* ] Fe® ™ § b, 3%
SER AR X A SR R
3.5 AV HMHE

B (ABA) AR (TAA) R ER (GA,) 5§
PN DR A A W 7 5 A b ke A T A
FATT . AMF fEAR Y e , AT LA S HE W R 4 dn
ABA [TAA SENRICR G, S 1 YIRS ER il
e T S BB BEAERT T A B, A S
it AMF (2R AR , IR P GA TAA (ABA K-
Yy H AT O AR P T Y
W25 AT AR, FERFTE AME S 75 JIER B e 1)
PEEALH b A B, R IR PG b i) ABA 5
TR AMF FERE , X 45 R AT REAE P9 N2 2 ihia 5 24
AMF 45 5 AR ABA 5 & S5 T s Ja B AR T 25, 4%
fie T BeAh, AMF fEE FAE Y R 1Y
B AV SRR NS 5 00 15 5 IR AR
MR AE G A . ok 4 N TR BB AR AMF T 22 7 A=
OrRE, R AMF {2 YR 2 R i) s Btk £ 5
AWIFERI, AMF (27 YA RE S AME dL4:
PR T HAR R 43 WA v e 0 B D T 4
PR FEIR A R, B A AMF R T 2R
(Lactuca sativa) fR20 I 4 N IR &5 B, f20F T AME X
FERRA IR, T HE R T HLmERRE 1™ . 7240 Tk
- b ABA R HZ AR 5T, 3 S AR 0 5 A
T A e R Y — S S PR, SR A TR AR W AR
ABA AR R, ABA M 3 TR AE K B AR RIS R 1
FRAFTT 52 BRI ™ A 3k, TS ) 7 A Bt
P Testerink Z8HWF5Y 4 B8, AMF 0] I3 i 2 — B
Hk - D - JRUEHERE - 4 - BRI 1S (EMP) {27 ABA
R AR R, 2 T 75 S 3 DR 1 W i TR A T G, 5 | /S A
W55 BN, FE TR SR 1A AR
3.6 X AAAER

TEERBRI I T, B W) 100 G A ZE R 4%
P22 BN Rl AM B RE SR 5 L Ok

HAER, sSSP DTN RS RE J) . BT
PESE I B 5T 3% B, SR A R B Rl AMF 9 U0 o
( Elaeagnus angustifolia) FEFHRM R GG Z(P,) |
R (T,) M) — A bk B (C) MRALS
(G) BERTARIERNAL LB 3045 1 2 e
TR AERE R E A pH H LRSI
(PST)FDERS T (PST ) WIER 17 K PST
J HLC g DL R D2 2R A e R R R
PR 2B, AMF £ 5 T 5 465% D1 F D2 ZE A ¢
1) RppsbA F1 RppsbD P TEER WA T 12k, 24 D1
D2 8 I EER P 38 PR EE R fig s, AMEF X5 2 A
FER AT DA R R AR T PS T A B &
e,

15 pH (I 23 52 -2 25 10 6 1A B S AR 1Y
L5 T A ME R Z BT o 76 NaHCO, Ji
IO AR R R AT B AL o b R B, R
AMF (R RE AL FR P bk J5L 158 2 il ( UROD ) | 4 3%
W (NYC) (M2 R A B ( CHLG) 72 A /Y LA
RTFMGERGRWEHRLEE LR IFHS 50
SRR BEAR LB SR R ALl (PAO) B 2 F I, M
T 2 2% & B TR A ALY Ak,
AMF IR G853 I 41 73 R R A, A A P i Sk
A= NIE: L/ N s G
3.7 K& 13IEIRE

7+ b ik L R, A ST S e ™
RS R pH (2 SR R Mg P(F
BURBEIRER ) S50 RO R UUIE, S AR R X8 IR0
KM o T RS B BIE ST 2 W, AR ik
( Elaeagnus mollis) 5l AMF {fi454R b + 3 v 20
JTCRBEW I, I B MRE LR SR S a2 W
FAHOCOC R, HAR B A S 0l R Bl 5 MR B 2 4R
BT AR T AR R R o A, AMF
PR R AR X IR R, TR T R A
HOWIAR R W, B s R IR X IR A A
8, Gresh 2R 58 K B, 16 SR 0TR 4 W T 4
Tt AMF (1) 75 50 A A AR e = 398 v 410 B A 28 v 11 2%
B, I £ TE AH B0 BB i T
106. 7% " o $ERD AME f 74 )& 15 4R B IR At AR
fiff 3ok SR A ST TG P 398 i, 98 D T JTORR X % 77
B BRI R R AR ST
3.8 AdEHFE T AR

FE5rF )2 3 SR 2 —Fh 5 R DNA 256
R FUSTF 51, AT LA 37 B i 3R b {5 5, 9



VLI 2022 AR5 50 4557 19 1]

T AE G ER A 3 R (AN AR AL SR R 9B R T A
P I35 . f4F GRAS, AP2/ERF 16 4 i JLA
FHE PR G5 5 R A ik e 17 285 VI A O o

AP2/ERF GZIGAR 4 45 & 1R 0 A~ BOR1 T 0 A AL
PR KB R 4 4% : ERF \DREB AP2 Fil RAV
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